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- : Sexual Eiperience ~4sa Factor" T
! - . ' . 4
) ‘ ;/» SRS 0 Reactions to Rape Victims. - -
. -~ ’ v v . . - V. A EY .
. In retedt-years ‘an increasing amgunt of attention has been given'to(}he
- R - 1

e .

crime of rape and the legal rights of the rape victim, Although more\than T

K 3
-

55,000 rapes were reported in 1974; official estimates ofhactual rapes dre

]

‘. . v
\\7 : usually mUch higher. One reason for failing to, report a rape is very likely

-

.the victim's. anticipation of an embarrassing and demeaning court appearance)

v
.

Huring the trial. ‘L\\ . S - ' ’ - ;
.o ' ’ ’

One of the major issues which concerns individuals interested in the

- N v
% . v
. - - : . .

welfare of rape wvictims 15 ‘the admissibility of testimony relating to the. .

[} . . . .
- - .

victim's past-sgxual behavior. For example,-in one staﬁe a woman's past sex-
v B ’ . “ .. i’ ) 4 ‘
“sual experience is brought dut ‘in court whether it, is relevant or not (Wallace,
20N N : .

s " . R
: L4
- +

1976). Legislators at several‘different Tevels dre current1y~considering en-
aoting laws (some have eanted,lahs) which would protect:the victim's'privac;
. «
by, limiting greatly the 1nquiry 1nto the Vlctlm'§ sexual history (Staihar,
’l976)j .The argument has been that nhe 1ntroduction“of such 1nformation‘is ‘an
upnecessary 1nvas1on of privacy and a potential source of émotional harm.\ )

. ° - T

Other negative consequences id the form of a reduced likellheod of conviction

- . . P

of’ the: rapist, more negative evaluations pf‘the victim,,and a greater ténéency

N . .-
J.\ b ‘v - .

for naive observens to see the victim as a precipixating factor_in the rape

< ‘v 5 ~ ..

are also suspected as a result of this information& One purpose of the present

: *

ﬁgsearch was to explore some p0551b1e consequences resulting from the intro—

.

2§
duction of information about the victim's sexual life as' evidence during a rape

. - .‘ \"sz " . . n -‘ » ’
trlal-' - ‘e ‘. '

. %, e e

SR ‘ . ST .o 2 .
‘%% Another faqtor investigated in this paper was the effect of the seg;gf

4 . 3 e
- . N pe

the respondent on reactions to rape v1ctim§ Evidence on’ how the sex of the

. . . - ~ [
et '3

. % .
o aailms - &, £ . g ) i
—— e 3‘@; N M .« . 5 . Y 4§ e X ‘
5 * Reyr

‘ - Ty b
- ; 3 Cow . '

.»aﬂmwﬁa,ﬂw~“” . . : .o . . . .
: "}x -— - . . P’ - ) %




\ “ _ X P ‘ N
by

. bwn fate than did women: Jone‘s" “and Aronson ’(1973 / d no sex differences in

.

- the attribution of fault to the rape victim., .
t ‘ v

RS The present study was designed to.investigate the effects )
st ¥ 4 2
. abouyt a victim's sexdal history during the tri
. | |
rape, -and the effects of the sex of 'the respohndent on reactions to the victim
L4
. and to the yapist. . -
: S | ’
Method
> The participants in the study vere -
-—4’\)‘% )
g (62 females and 66 males) at a mlddle-—s ?_ed un1vers1ty n the sout’heastem____#

united'States. The experlment was conduct

Hs
Booklets conta*1n1ng all of ‘the xperimental materials were‘.distrl_outed .. T

vy . -t s 1
- 3
to the class. A cover sheet indlcated thF ;

“~ B L]
»

. -/‘ / . . :
—'/ ~/ article describing a rape trial was attached, al g with -a questionnaire to T
. _ . ¢ 2 \ =
assess, the subJect s reaction to the article. e Xeroxed art:icle was type*+
. ) .. - )‘\ ‘:{‘ ()‘; ’ & \f” 2o ) \}\
- -.' set to appear like a column of newsprJ.nt. A b’éld face headline .oread "Rape "

— .
- * ot

rial Begins"'. The story described the 1irs{ day of a rape t;rial:!-. . A brief

- ’

account the rape 1ncident was prov1de along-wrth some innocuous d‘et;,ails ! T

1
A - o/ . -
) = ~r 1

l'concerning the early proceedings. The f rst. three paragraphs were 1denta.cal

; -

in all conditions. The f;Lnal paragraph

The COnt:rol condJ.tion simply re‘ported that the trial® adjournéd for E!l)e day. . .}

*’7‘-.,t
- L . >t ) N

« 'The other four conditions descrlbed a s quence in whieh the v1ct1m’ was crtoss;-
. "

v LA ] < o “

. O § ) s ) . '
] examined by the defense atterney.. The 'attqrney was attempting to elicit im-: ‘ ]
T b 2 > .

' : w . N P .. 4 . H

w! . v o ‘o, .- w‘a

§ format:.on concerning the- vict:.m s past sex‘ual act1v1t;1es. * The four ¢onditions ]
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. were as follows: S’ .

- -1, The victim refused to answet th&" %ttorney 5, questions, v

- ¢

T 2. The judge would not allow the vittim to respond since this’ 1ine of .

A - .
+ questioning Vas not permissible, { - oo .

.

. 3. -'Ijhe victim revealed a very inactive sexual history,

s \ .
P / - . .

© . /'Fl(e victim revealed a very active sexuaé history.

At this point all of the articles reporteé that court recessed for the day.
¥ . - ..-

L ( i .The que‘stionnaire consisted .o.f 16\;tems. Four items referred to the
- perceived causal role of the victim in the rape. These items were combined i
. /ﬁ to a simple meavsure of -perceived cause with a range of 4-to 24. ¥ second sef of
) ,//'/ six, it'ems dea/it wvith the subject's}interpersonal ‘evaluation of tile victim /" '\'_ .
. M’,/'l . (‘Rubin, 1974/) Tney were copbined to cre;te a single "1iking“ measure (//nge \?i ' ;
N of 9-54.° Separate items asked for snbgect s perceptiqns of,, ‘. o L // :?\i:
. . . &
R ) //The extent to which the acou ed rap:{.st was at fault (Range 1-) A ‘ \_\
/? ' b. The ‘severity of punishfnent'th t wou}d be appr0priate (Range /-6) ‘ o \}
Sy ‘. . \

; ] L

/c. The believability of the victi 3 testimony (Range“1-6) /{~ ,

Vo //dZ- ,The extent to which the victim had an unconscious desirf! to be raped

: / (Range 1-6)’

~ . / : - @ : |
/‘ / e. Thé relative responsibility of the wictim and rapist’ for the episode
/ . N . . / . -

/‘/ _/ | ’ (Range 1*10) ’ b . i /// « oo
~// . -£. The prior sexual” eyperienqe of the victim (Range 1/6)
7 . When’the §ubjects had coinpletea the task, the bookie s were poll'ected and >
R » ‘ . // { ::;‘
‘the’ experimenter exp'lained the _purpose and" procedure, agd answered questions.’ ks
) R [} L , & s / 3 ‘&/ . Ll . ““ o .
'1, 2 o . _ . ‘Results . / ’ I ‘o . g
‘ - . . . N . . , 7 o / " » . - . ) "0 .
-/‘ .’ Reactfon to the accused rapist. =/ ) A .

e, two items relevant to. the’ rapist's I;Jie, evealed miin “eff'e'cts for sex

o
. 1.
s . . . 3 . , . . ; . .
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of’respondent“‘—Females~saw the rapist as mote at

favult for~what happened thag;;—-AIWfi

~ 4

°

Females also felt that the rapist should be

' males (F(1,118) =3.70, p <. 06)

more severely ;hnished than males (F(l 118) = 3 76, p:< 055)

..

" differences as. a functioﬁ of testimqny-variations.-

-

,There were no

~ - )

c .

1

.
A
i

o

@

Reactions -to the rape victim. i ' “ ) .

l
‘t

i

b;"'-

14
S - -
.

On the compoSité measure of the viétim*

N

the rape victim.

o ¢

the Ancident there waf a sigdificant main effect for sex

« s

There were five measures which dealt specifically with the reaction to

's causal role in

of respondent.g

Women saw the yictim as playing less of a causal‘role thaJ\did men (F(l‘118)a'=

- .
M »

8.86, p <.004).

to be rgg:d“ also revealed a sex_of respondent'malngeffect.

The question dealing with the victim §- unconscious desire

2 » e

Females felt the

victim hads less "desire" to be raped (F(l 118} 5.79, p'<.02). The question
prabing thé’bélievability of the v1ctim s testimony yielded no significant ~
e 7

effects. T‘t Liking index produced a significant main effect for the testi- )

mony maqipulation (F(A 118) = 3 05, p <. 02) The two éxtreme means_ vere in i
. the Control condition (M=30 75) and the Sexually Active condition (F 24.75). .

. N . ’
‘,fh Zdhtrol'victim was liked significantly more “thdn the Sexually Active - - .
"?”Ctm."";,—,{"* Lo : . : - - o -

%%@ The qdestion asking subJects;to -estimate the victim 's sexual ezperience R

V

prior to the rape episode was included for two purposes.

3
First, it served as

o '

,y

" a manipulation cheék to insure that the Sexually “Active and- Sexually Inaetive

s

‘victims age perceiaed as- distinctly different.

) .

.\
Second it allowed for an

.
- .

W evaluation of sg%@assumptions subjects make under the other Te%tamony condi—

»
- .;.
>

(p(a ,118) = 7 01 P_< .009) .

N

b

A Newman-Keuls analysis comparing all-pcirs of

FLY

¥

A,significant main effect for Testimony was revealed on this item
: 2

A s
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ndicated the following differencéh. s




S

S ———— '1 a) “The S&xually Inactive vicfim was viewed as having-had. -significantly -5

' p.£.04) ﬁndicatea that the Refuse 'to

. come than did women. ‘Thé‘ﬁzﬁséahen compared to ‘the women, séﬁ

> "
¥

tended to consistently view the répa victim as‘moféFEeépqnsible for the out-

W

less sexual experience than any of the other vic%}ms
NPT S . :
\ Wt . s ".~.° \ .
"I+ Bb) The Sexually Actjve victim and the Refuse to Answer victim were rated
Yy .- - . ) W o . .
. . . 1 . ) L ) .
(- : ~ / b
" ‘as having significantly more sexual experience--than the other three

&
k]

victims, They did not hifferT§igh§£§caﬁ;ii/fééﬁ-gécﬁmﬁther. ) .

'¢) The Control victim and the Judge Proﬂibi Testimony viétim did not
N L - /

. . - \
differ and they werq—vieggg\aS\h viné hadwmore sexual experience than
\ . , . ol \13 . T . N
. . the ngﬁéliy Inactive victim, but less than the Sexually Active or .
3 . =S - ~ ~ v B
’ 3 %‘ ’ E] ' \

Refuse to Answer victim.

, P,
- -

A

Reiétivé‘reéponﬁibilipy assigned :to the victim and the accused rapist. -
N F— 7 ; - g 0 T

" One item éskgd the éubjects to déciagfhow mpch‘:esébnﬁibility :;TS'EBng\/’;T—“.\“~j

A3

A T———

:’ a~ X . N -2 ” « - .
each of the participants., Tﬁejpossible optdions ranged from 0Z victim=100%Z
e g i i - . y N s . . e .

N . . : . N B
rapist, to 100% victim-0% rapist in 107 increments/deg;eme&}s, Analysis of |

this item yieldeq a significant main effect for sex of.:espaﬁﬁené and for '
’ o .- . o 5 e AN
testimony differences. The sex differpnce dis con§185?q§ with tnguggﬁégﬁftgms; “

of ; ’ponsibilﬁty‘to the iﬂgtim thaq .

. 8% T - . - . , -
did males (F(1,118 = 7.01, p<.009). Z/e testimony effect (F(4,118) = 2.59,

Females assigned a smaller percentage

e

-

iy :

-

» { > " N - -
swer victim was assigned sifgificanxly
moze responsibility than ‘the Judge Prohibits victim, S .

N ‘ ?*‘ o ) y t ' ‘ ) ’ ~ ) = N :
N . i . Discussion” - ° i a

~ AN
.
s

,‘Thegpresgk% f;pdings'}emonsf;até a ratheT pervasiveldﬂﬁferehce'in te-

-~ -

actions to rape/;nq}dents as a function of the sex,of the subject. Men s

" - -
-, e

the atcused= -

) S, -

» A y = *

. .t

_ rapist as less at fault, deserving less seve;E‘ﬁﬁﬁisbyent, and as ﬁg;ng less

Lo [ . NN o ." 'ﬂ'\. N M . ’.
responsible for ghe-gpisqde. “In addition, the mep-4iewéd the victim as having

g , I v

~e




a greater'"unconscioﬁus desire to be ra ‘e‘d".—“‘I'his‘—sex~dif-fer-ence in -":reactio_n

»

- e o,‘.___...-.

C dominant causal role in precipitatin

s . “-.

the rape. Women assign approxi_mately

252 of the resporisibility to the victim, ‘while men on the average assign the

1

N v1ctim 3142 of the responsibllity. Further research will be required before _

:' any 8efinitive conclusions are possible regarding the origin of this se¥ dif—.
fert;nce 11; s.oci-al xeaction. One possibility is that women tend to adopt the R
perspective of. the vict‘im much more readily than men since\ the victim is a '

s s . o
.o e . - . ey
woman. - 7 v . . - - E N

. :\ " 4 ¢
The results of thg variations: in seirualx history provide an intriguing

o g ta L . . .
pattern of results with some rather serious imp‘licationﬁf‘,};‘@dthongh‘the man—-

' . w B . N
‘ : ipulation did not influence. Jif:lgments concerning the/ victim“s causal role in ke
: - - . -
. :? the episode on the compos:tte measure, the v1ctim who refused to provide the
e information was assigned a s:Lgnificantly greater proportion of the‘responsi-— ’
P b»ility"than the vi:ctim prohibite.d from responding by the judge. | T ' ~
: ‘ . " Sexual hi;trory differences also led to significant dif{erehces in evalu- -
1 * ‘ aw N . A
;;\ ,%. . a‘tion of the victim. A victim who is sexually active i‘s liked, 1ess than 8 ' .
R ’ @vietit; about whom ;nb informat:ton is provided. This i:;inding confirms the fear .
\i* S ff\at reve.aling such bac;kground}material ‘may seriously:’faffe_ct’the\vi‘ctﬁls subi;( :
. (\ . . -
~z: | - seq‘ueht’ relations:with ofhers.x. A X - . . A ) - N
- - ¢ The data reg?rding s‘nbject s estimates of the victinm's “prior sexnal ex-l' - ‘

e perience are espécially discomforting from t:he victim's perspectlve. 'L'he

. [ 3 ¢ . .
vn.ctim‘,s refusal to answer the questions q.pncerning her sem)al experiences

R 5 snsver the gie .
" Jleads obsertvérs to\gonc],tlde that she is sexually activi.\ Jo the extent that

4

0y
»

‘x R

-this’ assumption has neg,ative implications for the vig.tim,l as evidenced-by-

%
€
. r
>




and ol

tionkcould damage her‘éase‘ When tbe judge prohibits such ; stimony, as would
» * o ’ _ . .
-~ be the case under recently proposed legislation, the bjects do not assume

3
% .

&' high 1eve1;of sexual activity. Clearl&, the information about a victims

.~ g l}u/; .
prior sexual behavjor cosld influence observer' 5 social reactions o “het. A,

. »
— . ‘e

\ AN \
victiéﬁs own attemg 5 to protect her right to privacy of informatian not re-

"
e ‘1

levans*to her case is used ‘as evidence against her.” Whep that’right is 1ega11y
RPN - . ‘3".' " v -

N
defined however, the victim does not suffer. The fu1l~extent of this\impact

‘e < 4} L4

needs to be more thoroughiy 1nvest1gated but as a prelmminary fiuding, the .

-

present results.are significant.%§$§

i
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